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A.L.R. Library 


Interest of judge in an official or representative capacity, or relationship of judge to one who is a party in an official or 


representative capacity, as disqualification, 10 A.L.R.2d 1307 


A judge will generally be disqualified because of relationship to one who is not a party to the record where the latter has a 


pecuniary interest in the result of the case or matter. | However, a judge is not disqualified merely because he or she is related to 
one who has an interest in some abstract legal question that is involved in the case and which may arise in some future litigation 
affecting the relative or his or her property rights. A judge who is related to an agent or employee of a party is not disqualified 


where his or her relative's duties have no relation to the subject matter of the case.” 


The canons or rules of many states provide that a judge should disqualify him- or herself if his or her spouse, or a person within 
the third degree of relationship to either him- or herself or his or her spouse or the spouse of such a person, is an officer, director, 


or trustee of a party,“ and such rules are embodied in the federal statute regarding the disqualification of judges, and the Code 


of Judicial Conduct. 
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City of Valdosta v. Singleton, 197 Ga. 194, 28 S.E.2d 759 (1944); Norwich Union Fire Ins. Co. v. Standard 
Drug Co., 121 Miss. 510, 83 So. 676, 11 A.L.R. 1321 (1920). 

City of Valdosta v. Singleton, 197 Ga. 194, 28 S.E.2d 759 (1944). 

Vilardo v. Sacramento County, 54 Cal. App. 2d 413, 129 P.2d 165 (3d Dist. 1942). 

Alabama State Personnel Bd. v. Garner, 4 So. 3d 545 (Ala. Civ. App. 2008) (fourth degree of relationship); 
Morton v. Benton Pub. Co., Inc., 291 Ark. 620, 727 S.W.2d 824 (1987); Los v. Los, 595 A.2d 381 (Del. 1991). 
28 U.S.C.A. § 455(b)(5)(i). 

As to the interest of relatives under 28 U.S.C.A. § 455(b)(5), generally, see Am. Jur. 2d, Federal Courts 
§§ 101, 102. 

A.B.A. Code of Judicial Conduct, Canon 2, Rule 2:11(A)(2)(a), further making provision for domestic 
partners. 
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